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6 squelch all criticism of his-:&k. He :tri& to argue, me oh of p*&lbm :! 
<.:-my criticism by &intainl.ng that; my mati':point has been sxperim=tially 

’ 
; I(: ." 

: '.;s-answered2~ ,The nctxpwimntal answers" he'speaks of.are not in his.pilper, : 
:,,; and he.fiw &im$tted ihis, but then'said,they are-inGother paper no+, : : ':yet p&lf=;hed.-:- Neverthele$s, he wished me to del&a &y criticisms be- 

. 
;. ::.'i. 

;,,cause of these n~wers~ whic,h I;bve,nCt yet seen. Frankly,;I have no '.. 'y- i 
1 : . +-l 'confflidence in his. judgx-~ti as to'what ccnstitu5es~vali.d evidence and I am 1' ~ 
“unwillingto delete my criticism unless I see the evidence myself, You . . 

' "~,@Jl'recall that he; and apparently SpJ,gelman,'msintained his present - 
I ~~:.'tised manuscript-answered my criticisms which they.prevailed unon you t(;?' * d. I; _ .-._ ,".delete. .. .%hen I' aaw'the 

:"':~~T$Spiegelman 
paper 

said he would 
-'which Wegreg waver sent me ihough :. ..:"., 

y , -. I ,found their' claims were 'totally .unsupportecj. .,.I!; .' 
X:‘donlt 1ua, the' sm&li'of $he wbole+busfiiess. e !: VA ! ,<i.%., ,, 

this bicke,ring 39 holdi=,-it up. On th;? other hand, the issues involved 
are funismental..for the maintenance of honesty and dreedcm in 3ckm+,ifJ,c 
ptilication.' I am sure you do-not want the C. S. H. Symposia to run'tha _ _ 
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as Fascist to Communistic censorship, and I only hope that f&e oth3rs 3vho 
criticized Lindegren's paper at Cold Spring garbor have not had thair 
criticisms suppressed. I say this to you because f know you would not 
ti to be frrvolved in such suppression, and f certainly do rmt wish Lou 
to be. 

Believe m, I would not write to you in tM.3 way if I: did not 
think the matter were extremely impcrtwt. 

With very best personal regards, 

Cordially yours 

T. 14. Sonneborn 

THStet 
Err:. 


